
California State Parks Response 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
#58-1  California State Parks (CSP) recognizes that the commenter’s client is a stakeholder with 
a unique perspective and information to offer during the planning process for ABDSP.  CSP staff 
has met with her on several occasions to seek out her opinions on the management of cultural 
resources in the park.  She was hired during the Resource Inventory to provide information on 
her family and Kwaaymii cultural traditions. 
 
 
#58-2  CSP respectfully disagrees.  Please note Guidelines Recreation 2a and 2g.  Please also see 
Responses # 13-2 and 13-3.  Additionally, CSP has received many letters from the public 
indicating a desire to keep recreational uses open at ABDSP.  Please also note the last paragraph 
in Section P.1.5. 
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#58-3  Section 2.2.1.4 identifies the Salton Sea Air Basin as a non-attainment area for PM10.  
Particulate matter is the primary air pollutant in Imperial County.  As stated in Section 2.2.1.4, 
ABDSP often has good air quality and is not necessarily representative of the two air basins the 
Park transcends. 
 
#58-4  Section 3.2.4.5 will be changed to read “… no wildlife, vegetation or cultural resources 
are impacted….” 
 
#58-5  This statement is intended to mean “prior to resuming work”.  It has been included in the 
event that previously unidentified paleontological resources are discovered during excavation.   
 
#58-6  Mitigation CR 1 will be changed to read “…controlled and redirected to allow resource 
recordation, recovery and/or protection prior to resuming construction.” 
 
#58-7  A copy of a Sacred Lands File Records Search conducted by the Native American 
Heritage Commission (dated 4/16/03) is on file at State Parks.  We have mailed a copy of this 
document to your client.  CSP welcomes input from the commenter’s client, regrets that not all 
requested meetings were granted, and will continue to request her participation in future planning 
efforts.  Please see Response # 58-1. 
 
#58-8  Letters that discuss the General Plan process and where each group could obtain more 
information were mailed to all tribal groups on the list provided by the Native American 
Heritage Commission.  Other local Native Americans who were not specifically listed by the 
Native American Heritage Commission were also sent the same letter.  All of the Native 
American groups were also placed on the ABDSP General Plan mailing list.  As a result, each 
tribal office received notices of all public meetings, the Notice Of Availability for the General 
Plan, and information on how to obtain the Preliminary General Plan and Draft EIR. 
 
#58-9  The Lucky 5 area is included in the General Plan (see section 3.3.2.4).  CSP is cognizant 
of you client’s correspondence and her opinions on a variety of General Plan issues.  She has 
worked closely with State Parks cultural specialists on issues related to land-use planning in the 
park on many occasions.  The recommendations she made will be used to help formulate State 
Parks staff recommendations concerning protection and interpretation of archaeological sites and 
other cultural properties.  CSP will continue to work with your client.  Please see Response 
# 58-1.  Lucky 5 is included in the General Plan process for area-specific planning with unique 
goals and guidelines.  At the time of the previous circulation, for which the referenced responses 
are appropriate, a separate MND for the Lucky 5 property had been circulated as a capital outlay 
project that would be implemented under the General Plan.  Since that time, many issues have 
changed including the state funding for the campground at Lucky 5, the Cedar Fire that exposed 
additional cultural sites, and the decision for placing an equestrian campground on the site.  An 
alternative site located off the property may be selected for a new equestrian campground.  Your 
client has been actively involved in the planning for the Lucky 5 property and its eventual public 
use.
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#58-10  CSP’s previous comments should not be interpreted as a “preference for recreation over 
stewardship.”  CSP prefers to accurately designate preserve boundaries based on sufficient, detailed 
inventory work.  CSP is fully prepared to carefully delineate additional cultural preserves to the extent 
warranted by detailed data collection and the recommendations of management plans.  The field visits of 
Spring 2004 represent data-gathering investigations that ultimately will be used to formulate land-use 
decisions within the park.  Your client participated on several field trips, and her comments and new 
information are an important component of these ongoing studies.  These studies incorporate the 
observations of State Park archaeologist, ecologists, and rangers, and will be compiled to develop 
management strategies for backcountry camping and other active recreation activities.  CSP anticipates 
beginning work on a Cultural Resources Management Plan soon after approval of the General Plan.  
Decisions on the designations of new Cultural Preserves and recommendations for closing particular 
locations to camping or other recreational uses will be made at that time.  The public will have an 
opportunity to comment upon such land-management recommendations within the Park.  
 
#58-11  Establishment of priorities is needed to provide the most effective management of limited 
funding due to the state budget and available park personnel.  Protection of those resources of the highest 
quality and risk of degradation is the top priority of CSP at ABDSP. 
 
#58-12  Please see Responses # 13-2, 13-3, 58-2, and 58-10.  CSP felt it would be prudent to study 
specific areas in the park with known high cultural sensitivity in greater detail during a subsequent 
management plan process, i.e., management plans will be subsequent to approval of the General Plan.  It 
is the intention of CSP, as specified in the General Plan, to initiate planning efforts that study the current 
camping policy in close detail and the current level of protection provided to historical resources.  These 
proposed management plans will follow approval of the General Plan and offer a means to carefully 
examine recreational uses in the parks and the condition of archaeological sites and other cultural 
properties within recreation areas.  These management plans will then lead to the formulation of specific 
measures to treat resource problems and identify means to enhance the visitor experience while protecting 
resources.  The closure of certain areas to camping and the designation of cultural and natural preserves 
are some of the management measures that could result from investigations conducted during the future 
management plans.  Many of the park areas would be the subject of a focused cultural resource 
management plan.  The results of these more focused studies may result in proposals to designate 
additional Cultural Preserves within the park.  CSP would like to clarify that the Sundstrom case 
concerned a project-specific EIR, not a program level EIR that calls for subsequent public review of 
project-specific projects. 
 
#58-13  The list of relative acreage was simply an attempt to show relative emphasis.  The purpose of the 
General Plan’s Management Zones and Goals and Guidelines is to locate intensive uses, particularly new 
intensive uses, in areas that are less sensitive and to manage sensitive locations in areas of existing use 
through stewardship. 
 
#58-14  The analysis for the General Plan required under CEQA is to address the potential significance of 
new environmental impacts caused by implementation of the Plan.  It is clear that the approval of the 
General Plan with the Goals and Guidelines that protect cultural resources, a new Cultural Preserve, and 
new State Wilderness offers substantial protection for cultural resources.  No development is proposed in 
the GP/EIR that would impact these resources at the time.
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#58-15  As discussed on page 3-40 of the Plan, detailed visitor capacities will be addressed in 
subsequent management plans and will be based on the “desired future condition” described in 
the General Plan’s zone, goals and guidelines. 
 
#58-16  A General Plan would not typically answer this kind of detailed question, as much 
depends on both funding and staff availability.  The Public Use Interface Element of the Cultural 
Resource Management Plan, Camping Plan, and Roads Management Plan is the highest priority 
post-General Plan effort for ABDSP.  Data Collection has already begun but the current state 
fiscal crisis makes it difficult to set a completion date at this time.  As soon as the funding picture 
becomes clear, CSP will notify the commenter’s client of a firm schedule for completion of the 
plan. 
 
#58-17  The proposed horse camp on the southern parcel of Lucky 5 has been dropped.  Current 
funding for improvements to the Lucky 5 parcel will only go toward day-use area development 
along Sunrise Highway.  
 
#58-18  Access will be allowed to some areas of the Vallecito Acquisition and studies of natural 
and cultural features will be conducted as staffing and funding allows.  Certain areas and features 
are already documented as sensitive and those areas will be restricted to public access initially.  
CSP welcomes the opportunity to continue consultation with your client concerning potential 
uses for the new Campbell Ranch acquisition parcel.  CSP staff toured portions of the new parcel 
with her on 5/27/04.  The information about past uses of this area of the park obtained at that 
time will greatly assist State Parks in making informed land-use decisions.  CSP will contact her 
to work with park staff again.  Other State Parks staff archaeologists and trained park volunteers, 
as well as, archaeological contractors have also conducted site survey work on selected areas of 
the Campbell Ranch parcel. 
 
#58-19  This would be desirable for cultural and natural resources, but is often not possible while 
the lands are privately held.  As far as "associated collections,” the former owner of the Vallecito 
Ranch claimed to have no collections from the property, and in the middle of negotiations on the 
property, the owner passed away.  CSP agrees that, when available, state park ecologists and 
archaeologists should conduct surveys prior to acquisition.  CSP also agrees that local Native 
Americans should be consulted about their knowledge of the land and to convey their unique 
perspective about potential land uses.  Please note that the California State Parks Cultural 
Resources Management Handbook provides guidance to CSP cultural specialists on consultation 
with Native Americans.  It also will be useful to seek out former landowners and occupants of 
neighboring land to inquire about their knowledge of past land uses for the acquisition parcel.  A 
records search would be conducted at the appropriate Historic Resources Information Center as 
part of the acquisition process, as well as, a records search for sacred sites information from the 
Native American Heritage Commission.
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#58-20  Please see Response #58-17.  Area will not be closed to public access, as it is State Park 
property.  The area will be available for trail use.  Any other uses will be consistent with General 
Plan goals for the protection of cultural resources. 
 
 
 
#58-21  A general plan helps justify but does not create funding commitments.  Park staff will do 
the best they can with available staff and support budget to maintain integrity of the Park 
boundaries.  Please see Guideline 2c in the GP/EIR (which has been added).  Approval of the 
GP/EIR should address your request.  CSP will not prepare a ROD for this project because it is 
not federally funded. 
 
#58-22  CSP believes that the broad land use designations for Natural/Cultural Preserves 
removed too much land from visitor use without further study. CSP prefers to accurately 
designate preserve boundaries based on additional sufficient, detailed inventory work.  CSP is 
fully prepared to carefully delineate additional cultural preserves to the extent warranted by 
detailed data collection and the recommendations of management plans.  The Goals and 
Guidelines in Section 3.3 were changed to provide additional resource protection.  CSP 
respectfully disagrees that CSP should adopt Alternative 3 or a modified Alternative 3 because 
their adoption may unnecessarily cause adverse effects on recreation.  The Management Plans 
will provide the detailed analysis necessary to protect the Park’s resources while allowing 
recreation comparable to existing recreational uses. 
 
#58-23  All zones, including focused-use zones, remain subject to the constraints found under the 
State Park classification (PRC 5019.53).  Historic resources will be considered under the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for historic preservation.  Please note that in Figure 6.6, all 
of the Lucky 5 Ranch is shown as Backcountry Zone.  CSP notes that the commenter does not 
support a horse camp on the south parcel of the Lucky 5 acquisition. 
 
#58-24  Please see Response 58-16.  There is both a cultural and natural component to the Public 
Use Interface Element of the Cultural Resource Management Plan, Trails Management Plan, 
Camping Management Plan and Roads Management Plan. 
 
#58-25  A copy of the NOD will be sent to The commenter’s office.  Copies of the Final EIR and 
Public Comment/Responses will be available for sale on disk or by hard copy for the cost of 
reproduction.  Additionally, the Final EIR and Public Comment/Responses will be available on 
the CSP website.
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#58-26  Through GIS data and cultural resource staff estimates, approximately 8 percent of the 
Park has been thoroughly surveyed.  However, there is good archaeological survey coverage for 
many areas of ABDSP.  CSP has adequate site data on areas of the Park where modern-day 
recreational uses are concentrated, including Borrego Palm Canyon, Tamarisk Grove, Blair 
Valley, Mine Wash, Mountain Palm Springs, Bow Willow, Fish Creek, Lower and Middle 
Willows, and other locations.  This site information is “adequate,” in that CSP knows where 
many archaeological sites are located, what the constituents of those sites are, and how they 
correlate with public facilities or public use patterns. 
 
The volunteers who participate in archaeological fieldwork within the park have gone through a 
training course provided by staff archaeologists.  The volunteers always work with professional 
staff archaeologists in conducting the fieldwork, so oversight is built into the use of volunteers.  
The volunteers do not make land-management decisions relative to archaeological sites or 
historic structures in the park.   
 
The alternative to acquiring lands is to let them go to second party private landowners or private 
developers.  The Park's program and partnership with donors, land conservancies, and the Anza-
Borrego Foundation, is to maintain natural and cultural corridors that have been used for 
thousands of years, rather than stand back and allow the land to be fragmented by development.  
The volunteers of the Colorado Desert Archeological Society have provided tremendous support 
to the science of cultural resource protection, as well as site monitoring and stewardship.  In 
addition, CSP has far more salaried staff to focus on cultural resources than ever before.  Cultural 
resources specialists from the Cultural Resources Division and the Service Centers are also 
available to assist district archaeologists in managing and protecting cultural resources. 
 
#58-27  The changes you requested here will be made in the Final General Plan document.  CSP 
is aware of the differences in the two names.  The name “Kumeyaay” was employed in the text, 
rather than, “Kwaaymii,” simply because the former term is more universally recognized.  
#58-28  The “Issues” section of a General Plan should outline all of the potential problem areas 
faced in adequately managing specific types of resources in the park.  The “Cultural Resource 
Issues” section discusses natural forces or human activities that potentially can damage or even 
destroy archaeological sites and historic properties.  All archaeological sites, either prehistoric or 
historic, are components of the landscape and thus subject to the forces of erosion, flood, 
earthquakes, effects from human recreation, etc.  The “Cultural Resource Issues” section also 
attempts to summarize some possible treatments for these potentially damaging forces.  This is 
not meant to imply that the destruction of the park’s cultural resources is imminent.  If the park 
managers who read this document are made aware of these issues, they are then better prepared 
for finding solutions to the problems. 
 
#58-29  It should be noted that ABDSP does not hold large collections from archaeological sites 
in the Park.  Much of the archaeological collections are curated in CSP’s West Sacramento 
Archaeology Lab.  This facility is adequately staffed and has state-of-the-art storage equipment.  
ABDSP’s research facility is managed by a qualified curator.  A small collection of artifacts is 
curated at the UCLA Fowler Museum facility.  San Diego Museum of Man has archaeological 
material collected from the Park, as well. 
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#58-30  The San Diego Museum of Man is engaged in a repatriation program, as mandated by NAGPRA.  
It is our understanding that collections subject to NAGPRA have been set aside from the general 
archaeological collections.  The San Diego Museum of Man has a long history in the Museum business 
and they have curators and anthropologists on their staff.  Your suggestion to consider transferring the 
ABDSP collections from the Museum of Man to the San Diego Archaeological Center is interesting and 
will be investigated. 
 
#58-31  The archaeological studies directed by William Wallace within ABDSP were performed under 
contract to CSP.  All of the work conducted by William and Edith Wallace were performed in the south 
half of the Park.  At the time of that work, it was common professional procedure to make collections of 
surface artifacts during site surveys.  There was also a great concern about unauthorized artifact collecting 
within the Park.  The artifact collections resulting from the site surveys and test excavations conducted by 
William and Edith Wallace and Dr. Wallace’s students are described in numerous reports produced by the 
Wallaces.  Copies of those reports are on file at CSP offices and various local college libraries.  The 
collections are stored at the Park. 
 
The archaeological work directed by the late Dr. Clement Meighan (UCLA Anthropology Professor) 
included site surveys in the north end of the Park and limited test excavations.  The collections from that 
work are curated at the UCLA Fowler Museum.  Reports about the work directed by Dr. Meighan were 
published in the UCLA Archaeological Survey Annual Reports series. 
 
Robert Begole conducted archaeological site surveys throughout ABDSP during the 1960s through 1980s.  
Though Mr. Begole was not a professional archaeological by educational background, he had 
considerable volunteer archaeological work experience prior to beginning work within the park.  The 
results of Mr. Begole’s fieldwork are described in several articles in the Pacific Coast Archaeological 
Society Quarterly, a well respected archaeology journal.  Copies of those articles are on file at the Park 
and at San Diego State University Library.  Back issues of the Quarterly can be purchased directly from 
the Pacific Coast Archaeological Society.  The limited number of artifacts collected by Mr. Begole, have 
been cataloged and are currently being analyzed. 
 
Materials gathered during the various phases of excavations at Indian Hill Rockshelter represent the 
largest archaeological collection obtained from within the Park.  Those collections are stored at CSP’s 
West Sacramento facility.  The Wallaces conducted limited-scope test excavations here first in 1958 and 
later in 1961.  Subsequently, CSP gave a contract to UC Riverside (directed by Dr. Phil Wilke) to more 
fully excavate the interior of the rockshelter.  The results of that work are the subject of a 1986 report by 
Dr. Wilke and others and a 1992 Ph.D. dissertation by Meg McDonald.  
 
#58-32  There are several ceramic vessels or ollas stored at the Park.  A significant number of these ollas 
were collected by park visitors and then turned over to park staff.  Other ollas were collected by CSP staff 
during fieldwork within the Park.  The Colorado Desert District Archaeologist has prepared a proposal to 
have the Park olla collection analyzed by an expert on regional ceramics.  CSP does recognize the strong 
research and cultural values of the collection of ceramic vessels stored at ABDSP.  There is no current 
evidence that any of the ollas in the park collection are burial related or have an association with Native 
American ceremonies; all ollas referred to in Section 2.2.6.4 were isolated finds. 
 
Please see Responses #58-29, 58-30, and 58-31 for more information of where artifact collections are 
presently stored.  The archaeological collection from Ocotillo Wells SVRA referred to in Section 2.2.6.4 
is the material obtained during investigations at the Barrel Springs Site.  That site was located within 
ABDSP in 1977 when the project took place.  The Barrel Springs Site collection is curated at the CSP 
West Sacramento facility. 
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#58-33  Section 2.2.6.6 refers to archaeological collections from sites lying outside ABDSP, but 
are similar in content and date to collections from the Park.  The article by Margaret Weide on 
collections from the Yuha Desert is found in a 1976 monograph entitled Background to 
Prehistory of the Yuha Desert Region, edited by Philip J. Wilke.  In the 1976 article, Dr. Weide 
points out that the San Diego Museum of Man, the Archaeological Survey Association of 
Southern California (ASA), and UCLA have the largest collections of archaeological materials 
from the Yuha Desert and places next to the Park.  The ASA collections may now be stored at 
Imperial College Desert Museum; CSP has not directly confirmed it with the Museum. 
 
 
#58-34  CSP has a sizable staff of curators throughout the park system who care for collections.  
In addition, CSP has assigned specific staff members to manage our obligations under 
NAGPRA.  CSP also has a committee that reviews all requests for repatriation of State Parks 
collections.  This system of complying with NAGPRA has been in place for many years. 
 
 
#58-35  CSP recognizes the obligation and, even, legal mandate to curate archaeological 
collections using standard professional procedures and facilities.  CSP does operate curatorial 
facilities.  In addition, CSP is looking to establish a working relationship with the San Diego 
Archaeological Center for curation of certain southern California collections. 
 
 
 
 
#58-36  The Cultural Goals and Guidelines do not specifically refer to curation of archaeological 
materials.  Goals and guidelines for collections (including, archaeological and ethnographic 
materials) are addressed in Section 3.3.1.6. 
 
 
 
 
 
#58-37  Please see Response # 17-14.  Additionally, due to reproduction costs of approximately 
$4.00 dollars per page for color reproduction of the three Alternative Maps (11x17, two sided), 
costs of the hard copies would have been $12.00 more a copy.  When CSP originally placed the 
Alternatives into the electronic file for the General Plan/EIR, they were made black and white 
and the insets on the back were added for clarification.  The Alternatives were presented to the 
public during Public Information Meeting #2 in color. 
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#58-38  Both Alternative 2 and the Preferred Plan show only Backcountry zone in the southern 
parcel, west of Sunrise Highway.  In a Backcountry zone, there would be no developed primitive 
campground as was previously proposed under the FUZ II in the January 2003 Preliminary 
General Plan/DEIR.  Please also refer to Figure 6.6. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
#58-39  The campground mentioned was a primitive horse camp that was originally proposed to 
be developed on the southern parcel of Lucky 5.  This proposed campground has been dropped 
from the project.  Trail access will be developed with the Trail Management Plan, currently in 
the initial planning stage. 
 
#58-40  Your point about keeping information on cultural resources confidential is a good one.  
Specifically, the location of archaeological sites, sacred sites, and other identified traditional 
cultural places must be kept confidential by law.  The procedures for data collection used during 
any Management Plan will reflect this legal mandate; only CSP personnel with a need to know 
will have access to site location information. 
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#58-41  The General Plan mandates that equestrians must stay on designated roads and trails 
within all State Wilderness and are not allowed in Cultural Preserves.  Any new development 
such as campgrounds must be carefully reviewed by CSP, as mandated by CEQA, PRC 5024, 
and the CSP Resource Management Directives.  Additionally, please see Guidelines Recreation 
2a and 2g. 
 
 
 
 
#58-42  Please review Response # 58-28.  The Issues Section of the General Plan should identify 
all potential problem areas as they relate to archaeological sites, historic buildings, and other 
significant cultural properties.  As a result, the General Plan can better guide park staff in their 
decision-making process; alerting them of issues and problems which may need resolution.  
Note, also, that archaeological sites are a part of the natural landscape, and thus are subject to 
natural erosion and possible damage (even if inadvertent) by park visitors.  CSP is proactively 
documenting and protecting archaeological sites in ABDSP to enhance current park operations 
and to provide additional data for the future management plans.  A number of measures have 
been taken and new programs initiated to accomplish the latter tasks.  They include (but are not 
limited to), conducting archaeological surveys to revisit known sites and update their records, 
initiating an Archaeological Site Steward program (where trained volunteers monitor the 
condition of specific sites), adding interpretive programs about archaeology and prehistoric 
cultures, etc. 
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#58-43 The narrative in the General Plan serves to highlight that the magnitude of the cultural 
resources is significantly beyond available staffing and funding levels.  The “Cultural Resources 
Issues” section was written to outline all potential problem areas relative to recording, protecting, 
and interpreting archaeological sites.  This discussion in the General Plan can help to justify 
future funding to accomplish important inventory work.  CSP disagrees that state employees are 
not doing an adequate job simply because, not all the necessary inventory work is being 
accomplished.  CSP cultural resource staff follows current professional standards, and, with help 
from park volunteers, are accomplishing projects within ABDSP.  Please also see Response 
# 58-42. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
#58-44  Cultural resources have their own budgetary process in the State Park System, and the 
funding is equally split between natural resources and cultural resources, so the statement that 
biological resources "have more clout and resources for management" is inaccurate.  A recent 
$250,000 donation by a park volunteer will provide for a new Archeological Research Center for 
the District's collections, accessioning, research, and classroom studies.  The Colorado Desert 
District was one of the first districts in the State Park System to have its own Archaeologist on 
staff. 
 
#58-45  CSP is committed to having the staff necessary to perform the specialist work necessary 
to protect our natural and cultural resources.  While there are more cultural staff and volunteers 
in the Colorado Desert District and in ABDSP now than ever in the history of CSP, the state 
budget continues to constrain our ability to hire all the staff that is really needed. 
 
 
#58-46  Please see Response # 58-10. 
 
 
 
 
 
#58-47  CSP recognizes not only the importance of this Goal but the inherent difficulty in 
achieving it because water is a scarce but vital commodity in the desert.  Park management 
coordinates with the various agencies having jurisdiction over the water rights within and 
adjacent to the Park. 
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#58-48  CSP recognizes the issues associated with backcountry camping on or adjacent to 
cultural resource sites.  Please see Guidelines Recreation 2a and 2g.  Please also see Response 
#58-10. 
 
 
 
 
#58-49  Please see Response # 58-11 
 
 
 
 
 
#58-50  An item about curation has already been added to the list of measures to be 
accomplished in a Cultural Resources Management Plan for the Park.  The General Plan, too, 
addresses curation of collections under Section 3.3.1.6. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
#58- 51  Please see Response # 58-6.  The procedures for the disposition of human remains, if 
found, are already well established by State Law and by procedures in the California State Parks 
Cultural Resources Management Handbook, which is used by all CSP cultural specialists.  The 
same types of mitigative measures and treatment procedures are normally written into most CSP 
project contracts and associated environmental documents, depending upon the scope of the 
proposed work. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
#58-52  CSP recognizes the continuous danger of wildfire within and adjacent to ABDSP and 
has developed proactive strategies (including prescribed burns), emergency plans, and 
coordination efforts in response to that danger.  Please see Response # 58-47. 
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#58-53  The sentiment about Cultural Preserves becoming attractions to the general public is also 
a concern of CSP.  That was one of the reasons CSP did not designate additional preserves 
within ABDSP.  CSP believes that wilderness designation can accomplish protection of the 
archaeological sites and traditional cultural places without possibly endangering significant 
cultural properties by giving them a special title.  There are other means to help protect the 
special cultural resources within the park, including interpretation, use of Site Stewards, 
increasing awareness of cultural issues among the ranger and maintenance staff, more 
archaeological investigations within the park, well-placed signs, redirecting visitor uses away 
from sensitive resources, and others. 
 
#58-54   The comments to the Feb 19, 2003 MND are no longer relevant, because the proposed 
campground has been eliminated from the project and a new environmental review will need to 
be implemented in the future.  
 
 
 
 
#58-55  CSP shows all comment letters as part of the CEQA process.  No other response is 
necessary. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
#58-56  Please see Responses #s 13-2, 13-3, 14-1, 14-3, and 58-10. 
 
 
 
 
#58-57  The goal of park policies should be to protect, preserve, and interpret cultural and natural 
resources while also providing quality recreation opportunities to the public.  This ideal can be 
achieved.  CSP agrees that impacts to cultural resources should be eliminated, and avoided when 
creating designs for new facilities in a park. 
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#58-58  Thank you for your input on the issue of curation of collections.  CSP employs many 
personnel who are well qualified to work on collections matters.  CSP endeavors to consult with 
Native Americans about collections issues.  CSP is presently working out an agreement with the 
San Diego Archaeological Center regarding curation of selected collections. 
 
 
 
#58-59  Please see Response # 58-39. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
#58-60  Thank you for your thoughts on the policy of open camping.  The Focus-use Zones 
proposed in the current draft General Plan help address this issue, as park visitors must camp in 
specific, designated locations.  This policy could be expanded to many other areas of the park in 
an effort to direct camping and other active recreation away from sensitive resources (see, also, 
some of the proposals in the Area-Specific Goals and Guidelines).  As work on Management 
Plans are initiated and progress, other directives to protect archaeological sites, sensitive habitat, 
geologic features, etc. likely will be recommended for implementation within the Park. 
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